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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. Claims 1 - 24 are pending. No claim is amended. Independent Claims are 1, 12 
and 21. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 4/5/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2.1 The current set of prior art consists of Multer (6,757,696) and Hoguta 
(6,725,303) references, (see Remarks Page 2) 

2.2 Applicant argues new matter issue and the statement "while providing access to 
other handheld devices for the information" (see Remarks Page 3-5) 

The cited portion discloses access by multiple handheld devices. The term 
"while" indicates access at the same time (i.e. "downloads the information to the 
second handheld device while providing access to other handheld devices for 
the information"). This procedure indicates downloading information to a 
handheld device at the same time as providing the same information to other 
handheld devices. There is no disclosure of this limitation in the specification or 
the original claims. Applicant still has not show where in the specification the 
concurrent access capability exists. If applicant feels the specification supports 
these simultaneous procedures, please feel free to indicate the required 
citations for confirmation. The Multer prior art already discloses access by 
multiple handheld devices. 
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2.3 Applicant argues about the term "fairly suggest", (see Remarks 4-7) 

No rejections in any Office Action are based on any indicated assumptions. The 
usage of the vague term, "fairly suggest", was merely indicated by the 
Examiner. Either Applicant feels the prior art teaches a claim limitation or 
Applicant feels the prior art does not teach a claim limitation. 

2.4 Applicant argues that the prior art teaches away, (see Remarks Page 8-11) 

To teach away, a reference must criticize or discourage a particular embodiment 
of an invention within a prior art. Multer does not criticize, discredit, or 
discourage the application of its user information to be utilized for a device. 
The Applicant Invention's accounting information maintained for the device can 
be application and application version information, (see Specification Page 6, 
Lines 6-8) The accounting information maintained for the user can be 
application and application version information, (see Multer col. 8, lines 40-44; 
col. The information maintained for Applicant's invention and referenced prior 
art are equivalent. 

Applicant is reminded that, "the prior art's mere disclosure of more than one 
alternative does not constitute a teaching away from any of these alternatives 
because such disclosure does not criticize, discredit, or otherwise discourage 
the solution claimed...." In re Fulton, 391 F.3d 1195, 1201, 73 USPQ2d 1141, 
1146 (Fed. Cir. 2004). (refer MPEP 2145.X.D.1) 

There is no disclosure in Multer that discredits, discourages the usage of 
information on a device basis. If a single user for a single device, the 
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accounting information for that one device is equivalent to Applicant's Invention. 
A profile is information about a particular entity, whether it is a user or a device. 
In this situation, there is no fundamental difference between a user or a device. 
The prior art's treatment of a user is equivalent to the Applicant Invention's 
treatment of a device. 

2.5 Applicant argues about the terms datapack and token, (see Remarks Page 11) 
Multer does disclose the datapack which is a similar form to the token. It is not 
a requirement to disclose a token, when the prior art named entity, the 
datapack, performs an equivalent function. A token is defined as an entity to 
identify information. A token causes the account to be modified (see Remarks 
Page 11, Lines 14), and the referenced prior art's datapack causes particular 
account information and data on the handheld device to be modified. The 
Multer discloses a data package, which is utilized to identify information, (see 
Multer col. 10, lines 26-31: data package, change information) The data 
package is equivalent to the invention token. 

2.6 Applicant argues the concept of versioning. (see Remarks Page 1 2-1 3) 
Multer disclose a version number per object, (see Multer col. 12, lines 10-12), 
and each application has an application object. Multer discloses the 
processing of application programs, its version information, and the capability to 
match (i.e. synchronize) applications between systems (i.e. handheld devices), 
(see Multer col. 12, lines 10-12; col. 15, lines 10-11; col. 15, lines 27-30: 
application information processed) Multer does disclose versioning 
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Lines 4-5) The Multer prior art discloses the processing of application programs 
and the capability to match (i.e. synchronize) applications between systems (i.e. 
handheld devices), (see Multer col. 15, lines 10-11 ; col. 15, lines 27-30: 
application information processed) Therefore, the rejection of claims 1-24 is 
proper and maintained herein. 

2.7 Applicant argues about the terms user centric and device centric, (see 
Remarks Page 16) 

There is no disclosure in Multer that discredits, discourages the usage of 
information on a device basis. If a single user for a single device, the accounting 
information for that one device is equivalent to Applicant's Invention. A profile is 
information about a particular entity, whether it is a user or a device. In this 
situation, there is no fundamental difference between a user or a device. The 
prior art's treatment of a user is equivalent to the Applicant Invention's treatment 
of a device. 

2.8 Applicant argues about the determination of new information, (see Remarks 
Page 20) 

The Multer prior art discloses information that is new to (i.e. first, second, and 
etc.) handheld devices. Information is on remote server and not in handheld 
device (i.e. new) and can be downloaded at a later time period, (see Multer col. 
6, lines 4-12; col. 44, lines 48-54: information resides on server, information 
downloaded) 
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2.9 The examiner has considered the applicant's remarks concerning a method and 
system supporting web file sharing transactions between a networked handheld 
computer system and a server, which contains account information for each 
registered handheld indicating the applications (and versions) that it supports. 
Applicant's arguments have thus been fully analyzed and considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

After an additional analysis of the applicant's invention, remarks, and a search of 
the available prior art, it was determined that the current set of prior art 
consisting of Multer (6,757,696) and Hoguta (6,725,303) discloses the 
applicant's invention including disclosures in Remarks dated April 5, 2007. 

These rejections are set forth in prior Office Action, Paper No. 
09863232X20061028 and reproduced for convenience. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claims 1 - 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Multer et al. (US Patent No. 6,757,696) and in view of Hoguta et al. (US Patent No. 
6,725,303). 

Regarding Claim 1, Multer discloses a method of transferring information comprising 
the steps of: 

a) a first handheld device (see Multer col. 4, lines 27-34: handheld device utilized) 
causing an account (see Multer col. 32, lines 53-55: account information) to be 
accessed that is stored on a remote server, the account reserved for a second 
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handheld device and describing a complement of information stored in the 
second handheld device; (see Multer col. 34, lines 16-19; col. 31, lines 58-62; 
col. 16, lines 50-50: user accounting information for each user stored on) 

b) the account modified to identify an information that resides on the remote server 
but not on the second handheld device; (see Multer col. 17, lines 15-20; col. 32, 
lines 14-17: user accounting information for particular user updated and stored 
on server) 

c) the second handheld device establishing a connection with the remote server; 
(see Multer col. 5, lines 10-17; col. 6, lines 16-20: handheld device 
communications between server and handheld device through connection) and 

Multer discloses wherein the remote server automatically determining, from 
the account, that the information is new to the second handheld device and in 
response thereto for automatically downloading the information to the second 
handheld device, (see Multer col. 34, lines 23-29: user information updated (i.e. 
new information)) Multer does specifically discloses the capability to enable 
access to user profile by another user. 
However, Hoguta discloses: 

d) wherein while providing access to other handheld devices or the information , 
(see Hoguta col. 2, lines 23-29; col. 2, lines 44-49; col. 3, lines 11-20: access 
profile information utilizing identifier information from network device) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Multer to enable access to profile information by a user of 
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a network capable device as taught by Hoguta. One of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to employ Hoguta in order to enable uniform customization of services based 
on profile and preferences information, (see Hoguta col. 1, lines 54-57: "... a need for 
providing a subscriber with a method of uniformly customizing the use of varied 
terminals and services in accordance with a subscriber's preferences and purchased 
entitlements ... ") 

Regarding Claim 2, Multer discloses a method as described in Claim 1 further 
comprising the step of the first handheld sending the remote server a token identifying 
the information and the second handheld and wherein the token causes the account to 
be modified by the remote server, (see Multer col. 37, lines 62-65: data pack (i.e. token) 
used for information transfer utilized for update) 

Regarding Claims 3, 14, Multer discloses a method as described in Claims 1, 12 
wherein the first and the second or the sender and the receiver handheld devices are 
handheld computer systems, (see Multer col. 4, lines 27-36: two devices (i.e. handheld 
devices) in communication) 

Regarding Claims 4, 15, 23, Multer discloses a method as described in Claims 1,12, 
21 wherein the information is a version of an application program, (see Multer col. 12, 
lines 10-12; col. 12, lines 16-20; col. 13, lines 3-7: version information processed) 
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Regarding Claims 5, 16, 24, Mu Iter discloses a method as described in Claims 4, 15, 
21 wherein the account comprises an application version record table comprising an 
entry for each application stored in the second handheld device and wherein each entry 
comprises: an application identifier; a version identifier; and a user identifier, (see Multer 
col. 38, lines 3-5 col. 38, lines 8-15; col. 38, lines 55-59: identifiers utilized to designate 
contents within table entries) 

Regarding Claim 6, Multer discloses a method as described in Claim 1 wherein the 
step of automatically downloading the information to the second handheld device, of 
step d), is performed only if the first handheld device has authority to download to the 
second handheld device, (see Multer col. 33, lines 13-17; col. 34, lines 23-29; col. 5, 
lines 17-21: authentication for device based on account information, download 
information) 

Regarding Claims 7, 18, Multer discloses a method as described in Claims 6, 17 
wherein the authority is established via an express grant of permission from the second 
handheld device to the first handheld device, (see Multer col. 34, lines 16-19: 
authorization for device based on account information) 

Regarding Claims 8, 19, Multer discloses a method as described in Claims 6, 17 
wherein the authority is established via a user confirmation that is made in response to 
a user message displayed on a display screen of the second handheld device, (see 
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Multer col. 12, lines 29-36; col. 32, lines 23-28: user interface) 

Regarding Claims 9, 20, Multer discloses a method as described in Claims 1,12 
wherein the remote server is a web based server, (see Multer col. 31, lines 21-23: web 
based (i.e. HTTP) server) 

Regarding Claim 10, Multer disclose a method as described in Claim 1 wherein the 
step d) is performed within a synchronization process between a remote server and the 
second handheld device, (see Multer col. 7, lines 58-64; col. 14, lines 18-19: 
synchronization process for information within server and handheld device) 

Regarding Claim 11, Multer disclose a method as described in Claim 1 wherein the 
step d) is performed within a synchronization process between a host computer system 
and the second handheld device, (see Multer col. 7, lines 58-64; col. 14, lines 18-19: 
synchronization process for information in server and two devices (i.e. host system and 
handheld device)) 

Regarding Claim 12, Multer discloses a system comprising: 

a) a receiver handheld device; (see Multer col. 4, lines 25-36; col. 5, lines 17-21: 
receiver system (i.e. handheld device)) 

b) a remote server containing an account reserved for the receiver handheld device 
which describes a complement of information stored in the receiver handheld 
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device; (see Multer col. 17, lines 15-20; col. 32, lines 14-17; col. 16, lines 50-50: 
server management system for user accounting information) 

c) a sender handheld device for causing the account to be modified to identify an 
information that resides on the remote server but not on the second handheld 
device; (see Multer col. 33, lines 13-17: update information within server system) 

d) wherein the receiver handheld device is for establishing a connection with the 
remote server; (see Multer col. 5, lines 10-17; col. 8, lines 16-19: handheld 
device communicating through connection between server and handheld device) 
and 

Multer discloses wherein the remote server is for automatically determining, 
from the account, that the information is new to the receiver handheld device and 
automatically for downloading the information to the receiver handheld device, 
(see Multer col. 34, lines 23-29: user information updated (i.e. new information)) 
Multer does specifically discloses the capability to enable access to user profile 
by another user. 

However, Hoguta discloses: 

e) wherein while providing access to other handheld device for the information , (see 
Hoguta col. 2, lines 23-29; col. 2, lines 44-49; col. 3, lines 11-20: access profile 
information utilizing identifier information from network device) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Multer to enable access to profile information by a user of 
a network capable device as taught by Hoguta. One of ordinary skill in the art would be 
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motivated to employ Hoguta in order to enable uniform customization of services based 
on profile and preferences information, (see Hoguta col. 1, lines 54-57) 

Regarding Claim 13, Multer discloses a system as described in Claim 12 wherein the 
sender handheld is for sending the remote server a token identifying both the 
information and the receiver handheld and wherein the token causes the remote server 
to modify the account, (see Multer col. 5, lines 17-21; col. 6, lines 16-20; col. 37, lines 
62-65: data pack (i.e. token) utilized to modify user information) 

Regarding Claim 17, Multer discloses a system as described in Claim 12 wherein the 
remote server is also for determining if the sender handheld device has authority to 
download to the receiver handheld device as a precursor to downloading the 
information to the receiver handheld device, (see Multer col. 4, lines 25-36; col. 6, lines 
16-20: authorization for device, download information to device) 

Regarding Claim 21, Multer discloses a system comprising: 

a) a receiver handheld computer; (see Multer col. 4, lines 25-36; col. 5, lines 17-21: 
receiver system (i.e. handheld device)) 

b) a web based server containing an account reserved for the receiver handheld 
computer which describes a complement of information stored in the receiver 
handheld computer; (see Multer col. 31, lines 21-23: web based (i.e. HTTP) 
server) 
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c) a sender handheld computer for causing the account to be modified to identify an 
information that resides on the web based server but not on the receiver 
handheld computer; (see Multer col. 17, lines 15-20: update accounting 
information managed within management (i.e. web based)server) 

d) wherein the receiver handheld computer is for establishing a connection with the 
web based server; (see Multer col. 5, lines 10-17; col. 6, lines 16-20: handheld 
device communicating through connection between server and handheld device) 
and 

* Multer discloses wherein the web based server automatically determines, 
from the account, that the information is new to the receiver handheld computer, 
also determines if the sender handheld computer has authority to download to 
the receiver handheld computer, and, if so, automatically downloads the 
information to the receiver handheld computer, (see Multer col. 34, lines 23-29: 
update user information (i.e. new information)) Multer does specifically discloses 
the capability to enable access to user profile by another user. 

However, Hoguta discloses: 

e) wherein while providing access to other handheld devices for the information , 
(see Hoguta col. 2, lines 23-29; col. 2, lines 44-49; col. 3, lines 1 1-20: access 
profile information utilizing identifier information from network device) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Multer to enable access to profile information by a user of 
a network capable device as taught by Hoguta. One of ordinary skill in the art would be 
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motivated to employ Hoguta in order to enable uniform customization of services based 
on profile and preferences information, (see Hoguta col. 1, lines 54-57) 

Regarding Claim 22, Multer discloses a system as described in Claim 21 wherein the 
sender handheld is for sending the remote server a token identifying both the 
information and the receiver handheld and wherein the token causes the web based 
server to modify the account, (see Multer col. 17, lines 15-20; col. 37, lines 62-65: data 
pack (i.e. token) used to manage user accounting information within management 
server (i.e. remote server)) 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyung H. Shin whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3920. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 am - 6 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Patent Examiner 
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